IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

I N RE: LATEX GLOVES
: MDL Docket No. 1148
PRODUCTS LI ABI LI TY :
LI TI GATI ON : Thi s Docunent Rel ates
: To Al Cases

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER No. 8

COORDI NATI ON W TH PROCEEDI NGS | N OTHER COURTS

AND NOW this 29th day of May, 1997, it appearing that
t he above-styl ed cases share comon issues with, and will involve
comon discovery with, certain cases pending in various state
courts around the country and that pretrial proceedings in al
t hese cases shoul d be coordinated to avoi d unnecessary conflicts
and expense, conserve judicial resources, and expedite the

di sposition of all the cases, the followng is ordered:

1. Discovery.

a. Docunents. Plaintiffs and defendants
shal | be responsi ble for maintaining their own docunent deposito-
ries. Subject to agreenent with parties in MDL No. 1148 cases
concerning expenses and scheduling, counsel for parties in the
rel ated cases shall have access to the docunent depositories. Al
parties in the above-styl ed cases and the rel ated cases shall have
access to the docunent depositories subject to the limtation on
access, docunent reproduction, and docunent di ssem nati on provided
in Case Managenent Oder No. 7 (Protective Oder Governing

Confidentiality). Parties shall not nmake new requests for



production of docunents in these proceedings i f such docunents have
al ready been produced and are available to themin the rel ated
cases.

b. Deposi ti ons. Depositions of persons whose
testinony will likely be relevant both in these cases and in the
rel ated cases should ordinarily be cross-noticed for use in al
such cases. The cross-noticing of depositions shall be governed by

provi si ons of Case Managenent Order No. 6 (Deposition Cuidelines).

2. Consi stency of Rulings. To avoid unnecessary
conflicts and inconsistencies in the rulings of this and other
courts on matters such as discovery disputes and scheduling
conflicts, the foll ow ng neasures wi || be consi dered, to t he extent
practicabl e:

(a) communi cation with state courts concerni ng
schedulings and plans for coordinated conduct of discovery and
ot her pretrial proceedings;

(b) communi cationw th respective state courts
concerni ng resol uti on of di scovery di sputes, includingthe scope or
formof discovery and questions regarding clains of privilege and
confidentiality; and

(c) otherwise to facilitate proper coordi na-

tion and cooperati on anong counsel .




Ednund V. Ludw g, J.



